THE  REVOLUTIONARY  MOVEMENT. 


LETTER  FROM  HON.  ALFRED  ELY. 


f  ■  r  From  the  Rochester  "  Democrat  and  American  "  of  Jan.  15,  1861.  J 

The  following  letter  from  the  Hon.  Alfred  Kly,  in  reply, to  one 
addressed  to  him  by  Aakon  Erickson,  Esq.,  urging  a  _siii)port  of  the 
Crittenden  proposition,  will  he  read  with  interest  and  satisfaction  by  the 
people  of  this  district.  Mr.  Ely  states  his  objectiuns  to  that  proposition 
with  frankness,  and  urges  strong  reasons  against  its  adoption.'.  He 
discusses  the  whole  question  ojf'the  impending  revolution  with  ability, 
and  sums  up  by  stating  the  true  reason  why  it  has  ma<le  such  rapid 
strides  during  the  last  sixty  days.;  It  was  directly  aided  by  the  most 
influential  men  in  the  Federal  Government,  and,  until  within  a  few 
days,  has  met  with  mapheck  from  that  quarter,,, f,  ^.^ 
jj;  We  need  scarcely  commend  the  let|:er  to  the  attention  ut  our  readers. 
The  absorbing  interest  of,tJtie,,^^bjfcK)t,,)yiIl  s^c}ire,?!3j]  jt.a  genei;4,and 
attentive  perusal :  /  '     '  •  '  -l  Ki-A^anl  .jov  \,f\L 

rr [,■.-„'..,  ,>t    i  .v,^.,  .,     -..,.  I  i  ir,         WASHfNGTON,  Jdnumy  J ,  ^^%\ . 
-JfJo/Oi    OJiJ  .iy)Hti\-yiu    OViul  iu/JOJ  i'!-       .;i  i:  .  'l"Ln- 

.('Dear  Sir ':'Yotir  letter  of  the  24th  ultimo  has  received  fronj  n^e 
that  caretul  consideration  due  alike  to  the  sourqe  fronj  w:hich  it  emarir 
ated,  and  the  importance  of .  the  subject  tp  which  it  relat^es.  1  ain-not 
willing  to  admit, that  any  one,  ^f,wy, constituents  feels  a  deeper' solj,j 
citude  for  the  preservation  of  our  revei,ed Union  than  I  do.!  Never- 
theless, I  find  it  impossible  to  concur  fully  with  you  as  to  the  course 
which  should  be  adopted  by  the  Kepublicans  in  Congress,  with,  a,  view 
to  Averting  the  dangers  of  dissolution,  whiph^now  threaten  u§.  .^^.^Y" 
-liJtiis  my  sincere  belief  that  the  revolutionary  movement,  which 
has  progressed  with  such  fearful ,  strides  in  certain  Southern  States 
during  tlie  last  sixty  d(iys,  owes  much  of  its  present  head-way  to  the 
fatal  mistake  made  by  our  Federal  Executive,  and  concurred  in  by 
anany  Union-loving  men,  of  treating  it,  in  its  inception,  as  a  disorder 
to  be  yielded  to,  and  pallitated  by  indulgence  and  concession,  instead 
of  being  met  by  unequivocal  exhibition  of  a  tirm  and  resolute  purpose 
to  maintain  the  authority  of  the  Constitution  and  laws  against  all 
attempts  at  forcible  resistaniCe  whatsoever. ;j9r.  by  whomsoe,ve,;;macle...  , 
Hid  do  not  believe  that  this  revolutionary  movement  can  now  be,  or 
ever  could  have  been,  arrested  by  concessions  from  the  North.  It  was 
set  on  foot,  and  has  been  pushed  forwai;d  by  men  who  have  long  beep 
'Anxious  for  a  dissolution  of  the  Union,  and  who  have  beeii  seeking  for 
a  pretext  and  a  suitable  occasion  to  make  the  attempt  they  are  .now 
making  to  sever  its  bonds.  .      , 

They  ask  no  concessions,  and  will  accept  none.  They  giv^, "us 
plainly  to  understand  that  no  concessions  we  could  propose  would  in- 
duce them  to  pause  a  moment  in  the  mad  career  of  rebellion  and 
treason  in  which  they  have  embarked. 

I  fully  concur  with  you  as  to  the  importance  of  prevepting,  if  possi- 
ble, th^i  "conservative  border  States  of  the  South"  from  joining  in 
this  secession  movement.     The  people  of  theee  States  are  more  deeply 
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interested  in  the  preservation  of  the  Union  than 'any  other  section  of 
ourjfcoiniiiiou  country  }  and,  I  believe,  tlie  refioctiug  portiofn  of  them 
dnly  appreciate  their  condition  in  this  respect.  Moreover,  they  are 
in  a  position  to  exert  a  more  salutary  influence  for  its  i)reserv;ition,  if 
they  will. 

In  the  present  crisis,  it  is  scarcely  too  much  to  say,  that  they  hold 
the  fafe  of  this  Union  in  their  hands.         mui     i  ;;i  i]   ;.|! 

The  late  Presidential  election  demonstrated' that  the  Union  men  are 
in  a  decided  majority  in  all  these  border  slave  States,  even  if  we  reckon 
as  such  only  those  who  voted  against  Breckinridge  and  Lane. 
'-''I  trust,  however,  that  only  a  small  proportion  of  those  who  voted 
thfit  ticket  in  those  States  are  at  heart  desirous  of  breaking  up  the 
Union.  But  how  has  this  o])en  rebellion  against  the  Constitution  and 
laws  been  met  by  those  who  professed,  in  the  Presidential  canvass, 
pre-eminent  fidelity  and  devotion  to  the  Union  ?  From  whom  should 
it  have  received  a  more  emphatic  rebuke  than  from  tliose  who  tri- 
umphed in  those  border  States,  in  that  canvass,  under  tlje  significant 
raotk)  of  '•  The  Union,  the  Constitution,  and  the  enforcement  of  the 
laws?"  And  yet,  how  has  their  influence  been  exerted  in  this  crisis? 
Strong  in  numbers — strong  in  wealth  and  intelligence — strong  in  the 
moral  power  of  their  position,  they  could  have  overawed  the  revolu- 
tionary movement  in  the  beginning  of  it,  if  they  had  boldly  stood  up 
to  their  patriotic  motto.  /iri.'-  ,M;-,'>h'..ii,. 

But,  instead  of  this,  we  have  seen  them  timidly  succumb  to  an  in- 
solent and  audaciou.>  minority  of  their  own  section,  intent  upon  their 
ruin — ceasing  to  demand  "  enforcement  of  the  laws,"  as  soon  as  any- 
body threatened  to  resist  them — and  giving  encouragement  to  rebel- 
lion' and  treason,  by  insisting  that  they  shall  not  be  opposed  ;  and 
som.e  of  them  even  threatening  to  join  the  rebellion  themselves, 'unless 
unreasonable  concessions,  never  before  thought  of,  are  made,  in  the 
form  of  radical  inoditications  of  the  Constitution. 

If  these  border  States  could  be  attached  more  firmly  to  the  Union 
by  any  concessions  within  the  bounds  of  reason,  any  that  could  be 
made  without  an  abandoment  of  the  fundamental  principles  which  the 
people  of  the  free  States  have  so  recently  assented  to  by  an  emjihatic 
voice,  no  one  would  be  more  ready  than  I  am  to  grant  them.  For 
instance,  I  would  not  only  consent  to  but  advise  the  repeal  of  all  la^w^s 
enacted  by  ahy  of  the  free  States  to  obstruct  citizens  of  slave  States  in 
the  exercise  of  their  constitutional  rights  of  reclaiming  fugitives  from 
labor,  especially  if  the  fugitive  slave  act  were  so  modified  as  to  guard 
Ift^ain'st  the  Ufie,' bf  'it ^s  an  instrument  for  kidnapping  free  men.  If 
kny'^ddfttbilal  guarantees  are  required  that  the  Federal  power  shall 
never 'bx?  etxetted  to  abolish  slavery  in  States  where  it  now  exists,  or  to 
interfere  in  any  way  with  the  exclusive  right  of  the- people  of  those 
States  io  manage  their  domestic  institutions  in  their  own  way,  lean 
>e'e  no. pbj^ctiohs- to' giving  thetn.     :  -.a  v>  lUilnii] 

Biit'we  have  ho  indications  that  any  concessions,  short  of  a  consti- 
tutional guaranty  of  the  rif^ht  to  carry  slavery  into  Territories  now 
free.' Would  b6  at'all  Ratisfadtbrj^ 'to  citizens  of  those  States,  who  are 
'd^m^ti'diti^'' concession'^  as  a  Condition  of  remaining  faithful  to  the 
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The  people  of  the  free  States  will  never  consent  to  an  amendment  of 
the  Constitution  whicli  shall  make  it,  in  express  terras,  a  slavery- 
extending  instrument.  The  people  of  the  South  have  no  more  right 
to  demand  such  a  modification  of  the  Constitution  than  we  of  the. 
North  have  to  demand  that  it  shall  be  so  amended  as  to  make  it  an 
instrument  for  abolisliing  slavery  in  the  States  where  it  now  exists. 

Even  if  the  present  Congress  should  propose,   and  submit  to  the 
States -for  their  approval,  any  amendment  of  the  Constitution,  by  vir- 
tue of  which  any  portion  of  the  free  Territory  which  we  now  possess  - 
or  may  hereafter  acquire  would  be  converted  into  slave  Territory, 
the  people  of  the  free  States  would  indignantly  reject  it. 

Now,  a  few  words  in  reference  to  the  "  Crittenden  proposition  to  ex- 
tend the  Missouri  compromise  line  to  the  Pacific,"  the  rejection  of 
which  by  the  Senate  Committee  of  thirteen  you  "  deeply  deplore.'' 
What  is  this  proposition,  but  to  establish  slavery  by  an  express  consti- 
tutional .sanction  and  guaranty  in  every  rood  of  Territory  which  we 
now  own  or  may  hereafter  acquire,  where  there  is  the  remotest  possi- 
bility of  its  ever  going?  So  far  as  it  would  affect  the  Territory  which  we 
now  possess,  it  might  be  of  little  or  no  practical  importance,  with  the 
exce])tion  of  a  limited  tract  lying  south  of  Kansas,  which  we  are  bound 
by  treaties  with  Indian  tribes  not  to  include  within  the  jurisdiction  of 
any  State. 

New  Mexico,  (including  Arizona,)  is  the  only  Territory  we  now 
possess  south  of  that  line.  New  Mexico  has  already,  by  an  act  of  her 
Territorial  Legislature,  theoretically  established  slavery  within  her 
limits.  And  under  the  com})romise  acts  of  1850,  her  people  will  have 
the  riglit  to  choose,  when  they  apply  for  admission  into  the  Union, 
whether  they  enter  it  as  a  free  or  slave  State.  Practically,  however, 
it  is  scarcely  })ossible  that  negro  slavery  can  ever  exist  there  to  any 
considerable  extent.  All  the  Territory  which  we  own  north  of  that 
line  is  now  as  secure  against  the  introduction  of  slavery  as  is  the  State 
of  New  York.  You  will  perceive,  therefore,  that  this  Crittenden 
proposition  becomes  [»ractically  important,  mainly  on  account  of  its 
application  to  Territory  hereafter  to  be  acquired,  and  that  its  effect 
would  be  to  giyo  a  constitutional  sanction  to  slavery  in  every  foot  of 
Territory  that  we  can  ever  acquire. 

It  should  not  be  forgotten  that  the  Senate  Committee  of  thirteen  did 
not  finally  reject  this  Crittenden  proposition,  until  the  southern  mem- 
htV'S  of  tViat  committee  had  refused  to  restrict  its  operation  to  the  Ter- 
litory  we  now  own.  Without  such  a  restriction,  it  is  simply  a  propo- 
sition to  establish  slavery  by  an  express  constitutional  sanction  in 
every  rood  of  our  national  Territory,  present  or  prospective,  into  which 
anybody  would  ever  desire- to  take  it.  Practically,  it  would  be  just  as 
effectual  for  the  extension  of  slavery  as  the  constitutional  recognition 
of  the  doctrines  of  the  Dred  Scott  decision.  ,,.^: 

There  is  another  serious  objection  to  this  proposition.  Grive  a  con- 
stitutional sanction  of  slavery  to  all  future  acquisitions  of  Territory 
south  of  36°  30',  and  you  offer  the  strongest  possible  induceineDts  to 
the  fillibustering  expeditions  from  the  South  for  the  conquest  and  an- 
nexation of  Mexico  and  Central  America.  If  our  Government  has 
found  it  difficult  to  restrain  these  fillibustering  raids  in  the  absence  of 
any  such  con.stitutional  guaranty,  and  when  those  who  encouraged  and 


set  tliein  on  foot  had  to  incur  the  risk  of  slavery  exclusion,  after  con- 
quest and  annexation  should  be  accomplished,  how  much  more  diffi- 
cult, would  it  be  with  that  risk  constitutionally  provided  against.         t 

'"I' can'  conceive  of  nothing  that  would  sc  tend  to  hasten  the  con-» 
8umniation  of  that  project,  which  the  South  has  so  long  nursed,  of  seiz- 
ing all  the  Territory  south  of  us,  on  this  continent,  to  the  Isthmus  of 
Panama,  extending  slavery  over  it,  and  thus  securing  a  permanent 
preponderance  of  slave  States  in  this  Union!*' ^  hi'x  u.vH 

80  far  si's  I  have  observed,  most  men  who  entertain  the  idea  of  arrest- 
ing this  revolutionary  movement  by  demanding  unreasonable  conces- 
sions from  the  Korth,  de])reeate  the  use  of  force  to  overcome  resist- 
ance to  the.  constituted  autliorities,  or  to  j)rotect  the  federal  property 
.frdni  uhlawful'^eizure  in  the 'rebellious  States.        ^fnoy/ 

'.The  employment  ()f  force,  they  say,  will  lead  to  collision  and  civil 
war.  But  (to  they  su})j)Ose  that  collision  and  cixil  war  will  be  ulti- 
mately averted  by  })ermitting  the  people  of  the  revolting  States  to  re- 
sist the  collection  of  the  Federal  revenue— to  seize  the  Federal  6ustoni-f 
houses,  forts,  arsenals,  and  magazines  within'  their  limits,  and  to  aj>^ 
propriate  tlie  public  amis  and  munition.-*  of  Avar-'to  their  own  use^'ift^ 
means  of  overturning  the  Government  ?  '  ,,  ,ir 

/•'^No  Kepublicans,   and  few  Northern  men  of  any  party,  admit  the 
r/(/%Y' of  a  State  to  secede  at  pleasure.'  'And  yet,  what'  is  this  noh-re^ 
sistaiit  policy  but  the  strongest  possible  rec(jgnition  of  that  right?    Jf 
treason  is  not  be  resisted  when  it  sets  the  Federal  laws  at  defiance,  and 
seizes  .the  Federal  proi)erty  in  Charleston  harbor,  at  what  ])oint  is  it  to 
be'  rp'^i^ted  ?     When  it  shall  have  progressed  to  the  Potomac,  entered 
the  National  Metropolis,   seized  the'  navy  yard  and  arseiial  of  thi^ 
city,  and  taken  forcible  possession  of  the  Capitol,  the  Treasury,  and 
other  public  buildings  here,  is  it  still  to  meet  no  resistance,  for  fear  of 
producing  collision  and  civil  war?     It  is  idle  to  talk  of  arresting  this 
tievolution  by  palliatives  and  concessions.     Forcible  resistance  to  the 
constituted  atithorities  and  biws  must  be  met  and  overcome  by  superior 
force,  or  our  Government  is  already  broken  up,  and  the  Union  ordained 
by  our  fathei's  is  merely  an  incident  in  the  history  of  the  past.  '-"""Xl 
.'■'In  conclusion,  let  me  add,  that  the  cdiirse  of  our  Federal  Executivey 
in  succumbing  to  an  insolent  and  arrogant  band  of  rebels,   retaining 
their  open  and  avowed  symj)athisers  ^hd  abettors  in   his  (^ibinet,  and 
calling  ui)on  good  and  loyal,  citizens  to  pacify  them  by  unreasonable 
"concessions,  has  drifte^d  tlie  cotmtry  into'a  more  alarming  condition 
than  when  your  letter  was  written.     If,  as  some  recent  events  would 
s^em  to  indicate,  he  has  at  length  seen   the  error  of  his  way,  and  re- 
solved to  amend  his  course,  the   Utiibn-loving  people  of  this  country 
will  be  profoundly  thankful  for  the  change.  I^;H"Hjcji  Tiro 'to  b«Hn  vKivo 
•■■''But  he  can  never  repair  the  mischief  which  his  cbiiipHcity  with 
^i-eason,  attr*ibt(table,  it  is  to  be  hoped,  more  to  the  want  of  moral 
courage  tlian  to  a  corrupt  heart,  has  inflicted  upon  the  country. 
"^-  Let  him  now  do  the  utmost  in  his  power  to  retrieve  this  false  step, 
and  he  will  enlist  in  his  behalf  the  sympathies  of  an  immense  majority 
of  the  American  j)eopIe. 

Yours,  very  respectfully, 

ALFRED  ELY. 
To  Aaron  Erickson,  Esq.,  Rochester,  N.  Y.  bafw 


